12/2/60 


Deer Dave, 


It is no v mo r- than s month, since we spoke. At that 
promised yon woul '• send me certain things. If you have, I have 
them. If you ho vs not, how am I to regard this? Am I to take it 
your integrity, or as its measure? 


tile you 
not received 
as b s i gn of 


At thet time I gave you a fee of the available Beans of making 
your own check on I’hcrnloy's honesty, for you said you ball -ved everything 
he said simply because yon believe him to be on honest nan. You have" had more 
then enough time to do this, yet you ere silent. If you have made such a 
check and it convinces you he is honest, do you not owe it, to him to so 
declare to me? If you tin a the contrary true, after all you hove done and 
said, do you not owe this to me? And what do you owe yourself and those others 
who are, in effect, linked to you because of their trust in you? 

Things p re being done that I would prefer to beli- v? you would not 
be part of. hast Wednesday I got a phone coll from a reporter on the T amua 
afternoon paper, “e had been carefully fed things by Thomley* - lawyer, he 
said, wow this was well after l spoke to you. It turns out that ho had beer- 
given a carefully corrupted account, end that he— di . not coll mo until five 
minutes past the paper s deadline. I therefore presume a defamation was 
printed. I also know that if he used what he said, you sre responsible fer it, 
for the original misrepresentation and the threat under which it, was obtained 
were yours. If, once you knew the truth, which would have been obvious to begin 
with had it been what you sought, you did nothing to rectify whet you had done, 
are you not then a conscious part of all this? 

1 took the time to t&lk to you and earlier I wrote you hoping you 
would do what you hove since admitted you have not done, moke an independent 
investigation. x ou have failed to consider whst you msy be doing to yourself 
and thereby to those who trust you. w/hen you act as you have end do what you have 
done merely on Thornloy'e word, wherein is your position different than that 
of those on the Warren commission, those who wrote its BeportV 


have you ever stopped to think that perhaps it is as I told you - that 
1 wanted you to be in a position not to hurt yourself? 


There in another touchstone to I ornley's honesty. I find he and you 
through your association ana, if i correctly recall, actual articulation, ssy 
Barbara -eid is "s practitioner of witchcraft''. Aside from whetheroor not it is 
libelous, and 1 think it is, have you independent proof? Eeve you askeu Kerry 
’.thy he placed implicit trust in a women he knew was s "witqh" and only years 
liter decided she ms bad, cn the basis of no new associations with her. Have 


you 03 ice-. 


UiU iio< 


-Cue ws t ii.e r s v;a t 


■/oocioo oh.’tiix J.Ai her noxuoY juy u.o you iiot 
end then get in touch with me? I grant my information also comes from a partial 
scarce, but i,. in that he helped her a root this altar for a single purpose, a TV 
snow* If that i all there is, what have you been doing ..>na saying, what kind 

v»’ £ l.C iicl; d licaii -Lin a- ..Oi'Jlxdy * 


Withall, I want you to know 1 have in no way indicated those things 
that are or most interest to me. Hurriedly, Harold beisberg 



